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NOTICE OF PREPARATION

To: See Attached List

From/lL.ead Agency: City of Riverside
Planning Department

3900 Main Street, Third Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

Date: April 20, 2005
Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report

] be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report for the
ow. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of
formation which is germane 10 your agency’s statutory responsibilities in
connection with the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency
when considering your permit or other approval for the project. The project description, location, and
the potential environmental effects are contained in the attached materials. A copy of the Initial
Study, vicinity map, aerial map, Canyon Springs Specific Plan Land Use Map and site plan are

attached.

City of Riverside wil
project identified bel
the environmental in

You are invited to attend a scoping meeting which will be held on May 16, 2005 at 6:00 p.m. in the
City Council Chambers, 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522.

Due to time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date
but no Jater than 30 days afier receipt of this notice.

Please send your response to Clara Miramontes, Senior Planmer, at the address shown above. We will
need the name for a contact person in your agency. If you have any questions, please contact Clara
Miramontes at (951) 826-5277 or via e-mail at cmiramontes@riversideca gov

Wal-Mart Supercenter at Canyon Crossings - Planning Cases P03-1313 (EIR), P04-
0314 (Conditional Use Permit), P03-1213 (Street Vacation) and P05-0397 (Design

Review)

Project Title:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

and Foreman, Inc,, 1o construct a 235,000 square Walmart Super Center on
{ Valley Springs Parkway, northerly of Corporate Center Place. The
approximately 235,000 square feet in size, inclusive of all of the
following uses: general merchandise, groceries and liquor sales; a pharmacy with drive through
service: a vision care center; a food service center; a photo studio; a photo finishing center; a banking
center; an arcade; a garden center; tire and lube facilities; outdoor sale facilities; outside container
storage facilities; roofiop proprietary satellite communication facilities; parking facilities; and all

Request by Hall
approximately 24 acres easterly 0
Wal-Mart Supercenter would total
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Notice of Preparation Page2 of 2

other appurtenant structures and facilities necessary for the aforementioned sales and services. With
the exception of the tire and lube facility, the Wal-Mart Supercenter will operate 24 hours per day.
The Wal-Mart parcel would provide approximately 965 parking spaces. Primary access 10 the site
would be from Corporate Center Place. Two secondary access points are 10 be Jocated on Valley
Springs Parkway. The Wal-Mart Supercenter would relocate the existing 125,873 square foot Wal-
Mart retail store frormn the existing Wal-Mart building on the adjacent northeastern parcel to the new

Wal-Mart Supercenter building.

Implementation of 1his request will require a conditional use permit and design review, grading and
building permits as well as a street vacation of a portion of Campus Parkway, westerly of Corporate
Centre Place. Additi onally, other applicable permits from responsible agencies may be required,
including but not Jimited to Water Quality Control Board and Air Quality Management District.

PROJECT SETTING/ISSUES OF CONCERN

The proposed project site is located in the City of Riverside, whichis itselfis located in northwestern
Rjverside County. The project site is located southeast of the interchange of State Route 60 (SR-60)
and Interstate 21 5(1-21 5). The City of Moreno Valley is located from 0.5 to 0.75 miles north, south,
and east of the site; while unincorporated areas of Riverside County are located within 0.75 miles
and 0.5 smile northwest and south of the project site, respectively.

The project site is north of the intersection of Valley Springs Parkway and Corporate Centre Place,
within the Canyon Springs Specific Plan. The Canyon Springs Specific Plan was adopted in 1984,
establishing an integrated retail and office center covering approximately 318 acres at the
intersection of the 60 and 215 Freeways. The EIR will cover mandatory topics pursuant to CEQA,
including but not Jimited to traffic, land use, water, air quality, hazards, public services, utilities,
aesthetics, noise, growih inducing impacts and cumulative impacts, as well as if no project were
undertaken. The existing Wal-Mart building may be expanded by an additional 20,000 square feet.
No specific entitlements are being sought at this time for the existing Wal-Mart building and its
expansion. The potential 20,000-square-foot expansion of the existing Wal-Mart building will be
considered in the cumulative impacts discussion of the EIR.

Signature: - a AAC—
nnér)

Title:  Principal Planngr
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CITY OF RIVERS._
Initial Study
: e —
1. Case Number: P04-0313 and P04-0314
2. Project Title: Wal-Mart Supercenter
3. Hearing Date: May 4, 2004
4, Lead Agency: City of Riverside, Planning Department
3900 Main Street, 3™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92522
5. Contact Person: Clara Miramontes, Senjor Planner
Phone Number: (909) 826-5277
6. Project Location: Northerly Side of Corporate Centre Drive, Between Valley
Springs Parkway and Campus Parkway
7. Project Applicant: Glen M. Chung, P.E. (509)944-1167
Hall & Foreman, Inc.
9130 Anaheim Place, Suite 120
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-5465
8. General Plan Designation: CBO - Retail Business and Office
0. Zoning: C-2-SP - Restricted Commercial and Specific Plan (Canyon Springs
Business Park) Combining Zones and C-1 -A-SP — Community Shopping
Center and Specific Plan (Canyon Springs Business Park) Combining
Zones
10. Pes C‘I’ipti()ﬂ of P}'Gj ect: {Describe the whole action involved, inciuding but not lmited to later phases of the project, and sny

sccondary, suppart, of off-site festures necessary for its implementation.)

235,000-square-foot building and a 1,161 -space ground parking lot
roximately 24-acres to accommodate a Wal-Mart Super Center. The

store located adjacent 10 the project site will reocate to this new
building with additional services. Uses include retai] sales of general merchandise,
groceries and off-site alcohol, a pharmacy with drive-thru services, @ vision care center,
a food service center, a phote-studio and photo finishing center, a banking center, &

garden center, an arcade, and a tire and lube center.

An approximately
is proposed on app
existing Wal-Mart




11. Existing Land Uses and Setting:

The site is Jocated on the northerly side of Corporate Centre Drive, between Valley

Springs Parkway and Campus Parkways, in Planning Areas 1 and 2 of the Canyon
Springs Specific Plan. The is bounded by an existing Wal-Mart store the northeast, a
Target store and commercial center to the southeast, vacant land to the south and
north; dnd @ Sam’s Club Center to the southwest.

12. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

Adjacent existing land use:
North: Vacant

East: Commercial

South: Vacant

West: Commercial/Vacamt

Adjacent zoning:
North: C-2-SP - Restricted Commercial and Specific Plan (Canyon Springs Business

Park) Combining Zones

East: C-2-SP - Restricted Commercial and Specific Plan (Canyon Springs Business
Park) Combining Zones

South: CO-SP - Commercial Office and Specific Plan (Canyon Springs Business
Park) Combining Zones

West: CO-SP - Commercial Office and Specific Plan (Canyon Springs Business
Park) Combining Zones

13. Other agencies whose approval is required:
a. None

14. Other Environmental Reviews Referenced in this Review:
a. None

PO4.0313 and PO4-02 14
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DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation which reflects the independent judgement of the Planning

Department, it is recommended that:

that the proposed projﬁ;:,_t_,_CQ_ULDANQT havea

The City Planning. Commission find
t, and that a NEGATIVE DECLARATION be 1

significant effect on the environmen
prepared.
hat although the proposed project could have a

significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case
because the recommended mitigation measures have been added to the project (see O
attached recommended mitigation measures). A mitigated NEGATIVE DECLARA-

TION will be prepared.

The City Planning Commission find t

The City Planning Commission find there is no evidence before the agency that the
proposed project will have any potential for adverse effect on wildlife resources, and
the impacts of the project are de minimis pursuant to Section 711.4 of the Fish and X

Game Code.

Ken Gutierrez, Planning Director




JSSUES (AND SUPPORTING
INFORMATION SOURCES):

17 LAND USE AND PLANNING., "7
Would the proposal:

a.

Conflict with general plan designation or zoning?
{Source: )
Although the proposed uses are in compliance

with the Canyon Springs Specific Plan and
Zoning, the Specific Plan or the original EIR
for this area did not anticipate such a large big
box retailer of this magnitude in this area.
This project may result in conflict with existing
and planned uses in this area.

Conflict with applicable environmental plans or
policies adopted by agencies with jurisdiction
over the project?(source: )

There are no other agencies with environmen-
ta) jurisdiction over the project.

Be incompatible with existing land use in the
vicinity? (source: )

See response 1.a.

Affect agricultural resources or operations (e.g.,
impacts to soils or farmlands, or impacts from

incompatible Jand uses)? (Source: GENERAL PLAN EXHIBIT
10— AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES)

Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an
established community? (source: )

Development facilitated by this project may
disrupt the planned uses and physical arrange-
ment of an established area, including both
City of Riverside and Moreno Valley.

2. POPULATION AND HOUSING,
Would the proposal:

a.

Cumulatively exceed official regional or Jocal

population projections? (source: )
The project is consistent with the City General

Plan and growth projections contained therein.

Potentiaily Potentially Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorpo-
rated

City Councit Meeting May 4, 2004
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No

1SSUES (AND SUPPORTING Sniicant Significant Significant ) i
Pu be. Hican jenifican a
INFORMATION SOURCES): e e mpact
Mitipation
" Incorpo-
rated
b. Inducesubstantial growth inanareaeitherdirectly ] ] 5 0

or indirectly (e.g:, through projectsinan undevel-
oped area or extension of major infrastructure)?

(Source: }
The project area is located within a planned

commercial area. Existing infrastructure

already exists in the area. Development facili-

tated by this project will require connections

from the utilities that are located in the adja-

cent streets.

c. Eliminate existing housing, especially affordable [ O . 50

housing? (Source: )

The project will not result in the removal of

any residences.

3. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.
Would the proposal result in or expose people to

potential impacts involving:
Fault rupture?  (Source: GENERAL PLAN EXHIBIT 6 SEISMIC

a.
HAZARDS ) B {3 D E
b. Seismic ground shaking? (source: GENERALPLANEXHIBIT
& — SEISMIC HAZARDS ) D D [:] E
c. Seismic ground failure, including liquefaction? I 0 24
{Source! GENERAL PLAN EXHIBIT 6—SEISMIC HAZARDE }
d. Seiche hazard?  (SouseGENERAL FPLAN EXHIBIT 7 —
HYDROLOGY ) O 0 ] X
e. Grading on natural slopes over 10 percent? (source:
CITY GIS MAPS) i O X 0

The project area has an average natural slope
of 4% and is relatively flat.

£ Frosion, changes i topography of unstable soil
conditions from excavation, grading, or fill?

{Source:)
The project will not result in changes to the

existing topography.

g. Subsidence of the 1and? (Sovce:GENERALPLANEXHIBITS [T
_ UNSUITABLE SOIL CONDITIONS }

h. Expansive s0ils? (Souce:GENERALFLANEXHIBITS— UNSUIT- ] ] O %4
ABLE SOIL CONDITIONS )

t

O
X
O

O
[
&
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Potentially Potentially L.ess Than No

ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING Significant Significant Significant | t
. ¥ P ican mpag
INFORMATION SOURCES): et Dnless mpact
Mitigation
incorpo-
rated
i. Unique geologic or physical features? (source: ) 0 o n =

No unique geologic or physical features occur
on the site.

4, WATER.
Would the proposal result in:
a. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or [ 0 M ]

the rate and amount of surface runoff? (sowes: )
The project may impact existing drainage
patterns and cause changes in amount of
surface runoff,

b. Exposure of people or preperty to water related [ O ] %

hazards such as flooding? (Source GENERAL PLAN EXHIBIT
7.~ HYDROLOGY;FEMA FLOODINSURANCE RATE MAP PANEL 050260-

0035A, ZONE C)

¢. Discharge into surface waters or other alteration X 0 O O
of surface water quality? (source: )
See response 4.a.

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in any ] O [] 2
water bOdy'? (Source: )
This project does not directly drain into a body
of water.

e. Changes in the course or direction of watermove- O] O .
mem’? (Source: }
See response 4.a.

f. Changes in the quantity of ground waters, either [] ] ]
through direct additions or withdrawals, or throu-
gh interception of an aquifer by cuts or excava-
tions, or through substantial loss of groundwater
recharge capability? (source: )
See response 4.a.

g. Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater?
(Source:GENERAL PLAN EXHIBIT 6 — SEISMIC HAZARDS )

h. Impacts to groundwater quality? (source: ) 2 0 ] 0
See response 4.a.

4
O
X

City Coungil Meeting May 4, 2004 k! PO4-0313 and PO4-0314




1SSUES (AND SUPPORTING
INFORMATION SOURCES):

Qubstantial reduction in the amount of local

-~ groundwater otherwise available for public water

SUP})HCS? {Source: )
See response 4.a.

5. AIR QUALITY.
Would the proposal:

a.

Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an

existing or projected air quality violation? (souse:
URBEMIS 2002)
During construction and possibly throughout

the operation of this project, air quality stan-
dards may be exceeded.

Create a CO hotspot, or exXpose individuals to CO
concentrations above established standards?sowes:
See response 5.a above.

Expose sensitive receptors 0 pollutants? (Source: )
See response 5.a above.

Create objectionable odors? (source: )

See response 5.a above..

Be subject 10 Transportation Demand Measures?

(Source: )

The project may result in over 250 employees
(multiple employers) which may result in the
requirement of Transportation Demand Mea-

sures.

6. TRANSPORTATION/C}RCULAT]ON.

Would the proposal result in:
Increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion?

{Source: )
A project of this size and magnitude was not

anticipated in this area under the Specific
Plan. Additional traffic generated by this
project may create adverse traffic impacts.

Reduction in Level of Service (LOS) of intersec-

Hions? (Sowrce: )
See 6.a. above.

Potentially Potentially Less Than Na
Significant Significant Significant lmpact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorpo-
rated

% n o o
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ISSUES ( AND SUPPORTING Potentially Potentially Less Than No
., Significant Significant Significant jmpact
INFORMATION SOURCES): Impact  Unless  Impact
Mitigation
Incorpo-
rated
c¢. Hazards to safety from design features (e.g..sharp [ ] 0 0

curves or dangerous intersections) Of incompatible
uses? (Source: )
See 6.a. above.

d. Inadequate emergency access of access to nearb e
nadequate gency Y 4 M ! O
uses? (Source: )
See 6.a. above.

. . . » oo
e. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? g . M 0O

{Source; )
See 6.a. above.

. . TIPS
£ Hazards or barriers for pedestnans o1 bicyclists? = O O r

(Source: )
See 6.a. above.

g. Conflicts with adopted policies supporting alter- g [ ] I
native transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)? {Source: )
See 6.a. above.

h. Rail or air traffic impacts? (source: ) R O] [ 0
See 6.a. above.

7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.

Would the proposal result in impacts t0:

a. Federally endangered, {hreatened, or rare species ] OJ - 2
or their habitats (including but not limited to
plants, fish, insects, animals, and birds)? (source: )
The site has been routinely disturbed over
time. No native plant communities occur on
site and therefore no sensitive species are
expected to occur. As well, the site is bounded
by some commercial development.

b. Species identified as a sensitive or special status M 0 ] K
species in local or regional plans or listings
maintained by the California Department of Fish
and Game” {Source: )
See response 74a.

c. Locallyimportant natural communities{e.g..sage [ . " =
scrub, etc.)? (Source: )
See response 74.

Chy Council Meeting May 4, 2004 5 P0O4.0313 and PO4-G314




ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING
INFORMATION SOURCES):

d.

Wetland habitat (e.g. riparian and vernal pool)?
(SoimeEr) B A : ‘.

See response 7a.
wildlife dispersal or migration corridors? (Seusce:

}
See response 7a.

wildlife resources pursuant 10 Section 711.4 of
the Fish and Game Code? (souree: )

See response 7a. Due to the lack of on-site
habitat, development of the site will not have
an adverse impact of wildlife resources and the
impacts of the project are found to be de
minimis pursuant to Section 711.4 of the Fish

and Game Code.

8. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES.

Would the proposal:

Conflict with the General Plan Energy Element?
(Source! CONSERVATION ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL FLAN )}

Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and
inefficient manner? (Source: )

The project will entail the consumption of non-
renewable materials in accordance with typical
construction practices.

Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of future value to

the region and the residents of the State?  (Source:
GENERAL PLAN - EXHIBIT 40 — MINERAL RESOURCES )

9. HAZARDS.

Would the proposal involve:

A risk of accidental explosion or release of
hazardous substances (including, but not limited
10: oil, pesticides, chemicals, or radiation)?source:

)
This project may entail the use of hazardous

substances that may resultin safety and health

hazards.

Potentially Potentially Less Than Neo
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorpoe-
rated

o o 0O ®

Ol O O X

0o O
O ad
¥ X
0o o
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Potentialty Potentially Less Than No

ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING Sipnificant Significant 8i nificant 1 t
» mcea mpac
INFORMATION SOURCES): Baet | Unlesstmpact
Mitigation
Incorpo-
rated
b. Possible interference with an emergencyresponse g - O 0 0]

“plan or emergency ‘&vacuation plan? (source: )
See response 6.a.
c. The creation of any health hazard or potential [ [ M ]
health hazard? (Sowree: )
See response 6.a.
d. Exposure of people to existing sources of poten- [ 0 0
tial health hazards? (source: )
See response 6.a.
e. lIncreased fire hazard in areas with flammable ] 0] O] ’@

brush, grass, or trees? (Source: )
This is an infill project in an urbanized area.

No wildland fire risk exists.

f. Exposure of people to risk from airport opera- ) 3 O "
1100187 (Source: )
See response 6.a.

10. NOISE.
Would the proposal result in:

a. Increase in existing noise levels? (souce: ) = ] ] w
The commercial development facilitated by this
project is expected generate noise levels possi-
bly beyond those permitted by the noise ordi-
nance.

b. Exposure to severe noise levels, including % ] 0 O
construction noise? (source: )
See response 10.a. above.

11. PUBLIC SERVICES.

Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result
in a need for new or altered government services
in any of the following areas:

a. Fire protection? (source: ) ¢ O] 0 [
The project may impact or require additional
public services.

b. Police protection? (Source: ) ¢ u a 0
See response 11.a.

P24-0313% and PO4-0314
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No

ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING Potentaly Potentally Less Than | Mo
nifica ignifican ipnificant
INFOWAT}ON SOURCES): f:mpact %Jnless lg:::pl:ctn e
Mitigation '
Incorpo-
rated
. SChOOiS? {Source: } m [:] [:'3
See response 11.a. ' T
d. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?
{Source: ) E [j D
See response 11.a.
e. Other governmental services? (soures: ) < 0O 0 .

See response 11.a.

12. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

Would the proposal result in a need for new
systems or supplies, or substantial alterations to
the following utilities:

a. Power or natural gas? (source: )
The project will result in an incremental X = = .
additional demand for utilities in which exist-
ing utility systems may be impacted to serve
this project.

b. Communications systems? (source: )
See response 12a.

¢. Local or regional water treatment or distribution
facilities? (Souree: )
See response 12a.

&

0o o
0o O
o 0O

d. Sewer or septic tanks? (souree: ) 5
See response 12a. . . 0 O
e. Storm water draiﬁage? {Source: ) 5
See response 12a. O [ O
f Solid waste disposal? (soure: ) 2
See response 12a. 0 . [
g. Localor regional water supplies? (source: ) 2 0 0 0
See response 12a.
13. AESTHETICS.
Would the proposal:
a. Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? 2 ] M ' []

{Source: }

The proposed project will impact the aesthetic
appearance and development of this area.

P04-0313 and PO4-0314



Potentially Potentially Less Than No

ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING _ Significant Significant Significant Impact
INFORMATION SOURCES): Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorpe-
rated
b. Create light or glare? sousce; ) 0 ] 5 ]

Xdditional ighting in the form of commercial

lighting and street lighting will be introduced

on site. This lighting will be typical for com-

mercial development and is not expected to

have any significant impacts on the adjacent

commercial development, both existing and

planned.

¢. Affect a scenic vista or roadway? (Source: ) M [ 24 ]

No scenic roadways occur in the vicinity of the

project.

14. CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Would the proposal:

a. Disturb paleontological resources? (Source: ) 0] ] ] ¢
No identified paleontological resources or
paleontologically sensitive areas are known to
occur within the City.

b. Disturb archaeological resources? (source: )
Given the disturbed nature of the site, staff = = = =
believes that it is highly unlikely that cultural
resources are present.

¢. Have the potential 1o cause a physical change [ 0 . 4
which would affect historical resources, including
heritage trees? (Source: )
See response 14b.

d. Have the potential to cause a physical change [ = n 5
which would affect unique ethnic cultural values,
including those associated with religious or sacred
uses? (Source: )
See response 14b.

15. RECREATION.
Would the proposal:

City Couneil Meeting May 4, 2004 PO4-0313 and PGA-0314




Potentially Potentislly Less Than No

ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING Significant Significant Significant Impact
& i mpac
INFORMATION SOURCES): Ympact Unless Impact P
Mitigation
Incorpo-
rated
a. Increasethe demand for neighborhood orregional ] r ] R

parks or other recreational facilities? (Source: )
The project is for commercial-retail purposes

only which does not require recreational facili-

ties.

b. Affect existing recreational opportunities, includ- Ol 0 . =
ing trails? (Souce:GENERALPLAN EXHIBIT 42-PROPOSED TRAL
SYSTEM)

16. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

SIGNIFICANCE.

a. Doesthe project havethe potential to substantially 0 0 2 0
degrade the quality of the environment, substan-
tially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten 1o eliminate
a plant o1 animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of an endangered, rare or
{hreatened species, or eliminate important exam-
ples of the major periods of California history or
prehisiory? (Source: )
See responses in Sections 7 and 14.

b. Does the project have the potential to achieve 7 M O ]
shori-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (source: )
See responses in sections 1,4,5,6,9,10,11,12,

and 13.
c. Does the project have impacts that are individu- < 0 O
ally limited, but cumulatively considerable?

(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, and the effects of probable future

projects.) (source: )
See responses in sections 1,4,5,6,9,10,11,12,

and 13,

P04-0313 and PO4-0314



Potentially Potentially Less Than No

ISSUES (AND SUPPORTING Significant Significant Significant Impact . ’
INFORMATION SOURCES): B e Impagt o
Mitigation
Incorpo-
rated
d. Does the project have environmental effects 7 O 0 »

T hiGh Wil cause substantial adverse effects

on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
{Scurce: )
See response in Sections 4, 5 and 9.

City Councit Meeting May 4, 2004 $O4-0313 and PO4-0314




FINDING  (Tobe completed by the City Planning Commission)

[0 1t has been found that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment and

a Negative Declaration should be adopted by the City Council. As part of this determination,

the approved mitigation measures shall be required for the project. The proposed Negative

m =Ty laration rellects the iﬁd?ﬁéhdéﬁt’ﬁ}'ﬁ@ﬁﬁ’éﬁ”ﬁf the City of Riverside.

1. See conditions of PM 30771 marked with an asterisk.

8 Limited to Cased P04-0313 and P04-0314

und that the project may have a significant effect on the environ-

X It has been fo
quired by the City

ment and an Environmental Impact Report should be re
Council.
X There is no evidence before the agency that the proposed project will have any potential

+ on wildlife resources, and the impacts of the project are found to be de

for adverse effec
h and Game code.

minimis pursuant 1o Section 711 4 of the Fis

Date

Signature

City Council
Case Number: P04-0313 and P04-0314

ewijb
GACCV5-04\Wiaman-]8.rem.wpd
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Southern Calif. Edison

_Eastern Division

-

Ray Hicks, Division Manager
1351 Frances Street
Ontario, CA 91761

State Dept of Water Res
Division of Water Rights

P. 0. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

Sycamore Highland Community Action Group
Maureen Clemens, Co-Chairman

6012 Abernathy Drive

Riverside, CA 92507

State Dept. of Fish and Game
1416 Ninth Street -
Sacramento, California 95814

State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

David Kesinger
3240 Pachappa Hill
Riverside, CA 92506

Riverside/Corona Conservation Resource
District

Shelli Lamb

4500 Glenwood Drive

Riverside, CA 92301

SCAG

Hasan Ikhrata

818 W. Seventh Street, 12th Floor (Main
Office)

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Director: Jeffrey L. Shaw

Community Development Dept,, St 20
35 Cajon Street

P. 0. Box 3005

Redlands, California 92373

$ierra Club

San Gorgonio Chapter Office
4079 Mission Inn Ave
Riverside, CA9252

Southern CA Regional Rail Authority
700 Flower Street, Suite 2600
Los Angeles, CA 50017

State of California

Dept. Of Transportation
464 West 4th, 6th Floor
San Bemardino, CA 92401

USF.W.S
6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, CA 92009

Water Quality Control
Board/Santa Ana Region
3737 Main St, #500
Riverside, CA 92501

Bob Frost

Union Organizer, IBEW
1074 La Cadena Dr Ste 15
Riverside CA 92501

Friends of Riverside’s Hills
c/o Ariee Montaivo

4477 Picacho Drive
Riverside, CA 92507

South Coast AQMD

Steve Smith

21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91763

Director: Michael E. Hays

County of San Bemardino Land Use Dept.
185 N. Arrowhead Avenue - Ist Floor
San Bernardino, California 92415-0182

Diirector: Olivia Barnes

City of Perris Planning Division
101 North “D” Street

Perris, CA 92570

Southern/Union Pacific Transportation
Freddie Cheung

12100 Slover Avenue

Bloomington, CA 92316

Sycamore Highland Community Action Grouj
Alec C. Gerry, Chairman

6017 Cannich Road

Riverside, CA 923507

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Los Angeles District

P.O. Box 532711

Los Angeles, CA 90053-3401

Western Muni. Water Dist
P. Q. Box 5286
Riverside, CA 92517

Edward Smith
P.O. Box 834
Bloomington, CA 92316

Orangecrest/Mission Grove
Neighborhood Partnership, Gerald T.
Smith, Chairman

0249 Sunridge Drive

Riverside, CA 92508

SCAG

Inland Office
3600 Lime St, Suite 216
Riverside, CA 92501

Director: Richard Masyczek

City of Hemet Planning Depariment
445 E. Florida Ave.
Hemet, California 92543

WRCOG
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA 92501




Airport Industrial
Project Area
Redevelopment Dept
% Wendy Holland

CALTRANS

6" Floor Mail Stop 727

464 W. 4™ Street ‘
San Bernardino, CA 92401 .

City of Norco
P. 0. Box 428
Norco, CA 91760

County of Riverside - Executive Office
4080 Lemon Street, 4" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

Attn: Katherine M. Gifford

County of Riverside
Parks Department
4600 Crestmore Road
Riverside, CA 92509

Eastern Muni Water Dist
P. Q. Box 8300
Perris, CA 92572-8300

MARB
452 SPTG/CEV
March ARB, CA 92518-2166

Mike Edson

The Gas Company

251-A E First Street
Beaumont, CA 92223-2903

Pacific Bell

Maryann Cassaday Ist FIr
3939 E Coronado St
Anaheim, CA 92807

Riverside Transit Agency
1825 Third Street
Riverside, CA 92517
Attn: Michael McCoy

Rvrsd Unfd School Dist

Attn: Janet Dixon
107 Wachinotan Street

ALUC
5555 Arlington Avenue
Riverside, CA 92504

Charter Communications
Attn: Erwin Tando

7337 Central Avenue
Riverside, CA 92504

City of Moreno Valley
Planning Dept.

14177 Frederick Street
Moreno Valley, CA 92533

County of Riverside

Planning Dept., Robert Johnson
P.0. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502

County of Riverside
Transportation, 8th Flr
P.O. Box 1090
Riverside, CA 92502

Edgemont Community
Services District

P. 0. Box 2024
Riverside, CA 92516

March JPA

% Dan Fairbanks

P.O. Box 7480

Moreno Valley CA 92552

Office of Planning & Research
1400 Tenth Street, P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Pacific Bell
Right-of-way

1265 Van Buren Street
Anaheim, CA 92807

Riverside Transit Agency

1825 Third Street

Riverside, CA 92517

Attn: Grant Bradshaw, Chief Operating
Officer

Southern Calif. Gas Co.
Gertman Thomas
B. 0. Box 3003

BNSF . .
Bob Grimes

740 East Carnegie Drive  «

San Bernardino, CA 92408 .

City of Colton
650 North La Cadena Drive
Colton, CA 92324-2393

City of Corona
Planning Department
815 West Sixth Street
Corona, CA 92882-3238

County of Riverside

Planning Dept., Kathieen Browne
P.O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502

County of Riverside, Transportation Lan
& Development Agency, Attn. G. Neal
4080 Lemon Street, 7 Floor
Riverside, CA 92502-1090

General Telephone
Company of California

P. 0. Box 920

Pomona, CA 91769-2920

Metropolitan Water Dist
Right of Way & Land Frog.
Po Box §4133

Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153

Orangecrest/Mission Grove
Neighborhood Partnership, Gerald T.
Smith, Chairman

9249 Sunridge Drive

Riverside, CA 92508

SBC-Pacific Bell

Premis-S L1C

1452 Fdinger Avenue, Room 1200
Tustin, CA 92780

Rvrsd Unfd School Dist
Attn: Ken Mueller

1070 Washington Street
Riverside, CA 92504

Southern Calif. Gas Co.
Ronald Dietli,
9400 Qakdale Av ML 9314
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RESPONSES TO THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION



South Coast o
Air Quality Management D1str1<:$;f:,__; § e s

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 356-2000 » www.aqmd gov

April 27, 2005

Ms. Clara Miramontes, Semor Planner
City of Riverside

) Planmnﬁl)cpartment
3900 Main Street, Third Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

Dear Ms. Miramontes:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
Wal-Mart Supercenter at Canvon Crossings

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. The SCAQMID’s comments are recommendations
regarding the analysis of potential arr quality impacts from the proposed project that should be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Please send the SCAQMD a copy of the
Draft EIR wpon its completion.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in
1993 to assist other pubbc agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD
recomroends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality
analysis.” Copies of the Handbook are available from the SCAQMD’s Subscription Services
Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, lead agency may wish to consider using the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2002 Medel. This model is available
on the CARB Website at* www.arb.ca.cov.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all
phases of the project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from
both construction and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts
tvpically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from
grading, earth-loadwg/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g.,
heavy-duty construction equipment} and on-road mobile sources (e.g., consiruction worker vehicle
trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not
limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.i., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and
coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., o~ and off-road {ailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air

§li-4  300/000°¢  E8Y-L 1885328608 1UeEY JecBn BUiGle|d-U0)4 BVl §0-%1-¢1



Ms. Clars Miramaontes 2~ April 27, 2603

quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or atract vehicular wrips should
be included 1n the analysis. It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or
attracting vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, perform a mobile source
health risk assessment, Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment (“Health
Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idhing Emissions
for CEQA Adr Quality Analysis™) can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA webpages at the
following internet address: http://www.agmd. cov/cega/handbook/mobile toxic/digsel analvsis.doc.
An analysis of all toxic air contaminant tmpacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment
potentially generating such air poltutants should also be included.

Mitigation Measures
In the gvent that the project generates significant adverse air quality tmpacts, CEQA requires that all

feasible mitipation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project

- comstraction and opsration o minimize or clminate significant adverse air quality Umpacts. To
assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible mitigation measures for the project, please refer to
Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation
measures. Additionally, SCAQMD's Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook
contain numerous measures for controlling construction-related emissions that should be considered
for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4
(a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s
Public Information Center at (309) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public
Intormation Center is also available via the SCAQMLY' s World Wide Web Homepage
(http://www.agmd gov).

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are
accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph D, Air Quality
Specialist, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this letter.

Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.[>.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development and Area Sowrces
S8:CB:i

RVC050422-03L1
Control Number

Bii-d  BOO/LO04  BBYP-L 1365328608 JuBR) Judep Butlue|g-loig Ep-El §0-81-80
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 354
SAGRAMENTO, CA 95814

. (§16) 6554082

| (916) 857-5990 - Fax

i Ms. Clara Miamonies May 5, 2008
City of Riverside Planning Dept.
3500 Main St, 3rd Floor
Riverside, CA 82522

Re: WalkMari Superceriar DEIR SCHE 200501104
Diear M. Mirarontes:

Tharﬁcyanfurmeoppamnﬁymmnmzun the above-referenced document. The Commission was able o conducta
sammmmofmmmﬁnmmmmwmmmmm Nalive American sifes within the
proposed project site. Wf,MMﬁWWMWMUdamWWMWWWan
pregent. Additionally, this dmmntm@mmmmmwmmﬂﬁnpmpamdmmmmwmcam Guidefines
{15063 () (3), WmmwmnmmemmmmmeMMWMW In order o
adﬂmmwmmcmmmmmmmwofﬁmmmmwm.

» ccntactmeappmpﬂatacaﬁfomlaﬂmResawoasmmﬂancenmrmamwdmcﬁ ‘The recurd sesreh vl

. ifapm«anﬁmamnfpmedmwamhmmwsiymemmrm&m@&
s ﬁanymamaﬂmmlwmhawa&mdymﬂmmmmnraﬂ]mﬁwﬂtewa

- ifmapmbahiﬁwslow.mnm.mmghmmm%resoumesamlmtedlnmeAPE

. if a survey i required io deferming whether previously unrecerded cultural mespurces am present.

» ifmm%gmmvmwsuwwbmmd,mﬁnalstagassmemepamﬁmoiapmﬁsshmlmmndetaiﬁnaﬁw
ﬁmﬁnw%mmﬂa@md%mmmmwmﬁ
+  Thefinal repert containing site forms, site significance, and miﬁgaﬁnamwwsshau!dhamhnﬁm immediztely 10
the planning department. Al information regarding site locations, Native American humen remnaing, and associated
ﬁmrawnb}mahmﬂdhuhasepammmnﬁdenﬁaiaddmm.anumtbenﬁhwah&epruhk&sm
. mmmmnﬂshm&bemmmmammaﬂmmrkhasbeenmvnpmmﬂw&pmpﬁalemgima:

» WﬁWW&M@ImmW@M&&&WMMM&W&

. memmu!dwminmeirrfﬁﬂgaﬁmpianmviﬁmmfmﬁmidenﬁﬁmﬁmmdwduaﬁmufaaddemaﬁy
discovered archealagical W,mmmmmmmmmmygzms (. mareasof
ideniffied archasclogical senstivw.awmﬁedardﬁedogistandacuwxralty affifiated Native American, with knowledge
in cutturat resources, shoutd monitar all ground-disturbing activifies.

. Leadagmwmwﬁm@dwmw.asde&edeeﬁnniﬂmafheCEaAGmeﬁnes,whensigrﬁﬁmm
cuftural resourses could be affected by the proposed project.

. Leadagenciesmm&:dﬁdemﬂmirnﬁﬁgaﬁﬁnpianpmviﬁm&fwmdlsposﬁiunafwmdartifaﬁs,inccnsuﬂzﬁon
with culturally affillated Nstive Americans. .

s Lead agendies should Include p mﬁmmwmmmmmm
mitigation plans. Houlth and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5 {e) and Puhlic Rasources Code §5087.93
mandazemeptuoessfobamkmedhihemem;ﬁanacdﬁenmidismvewnfanyhuﬁmremaiasinalouaﬁonumar
than a dedicated cemetery. )

&ﬂywm&ﬂmmminmmkmwmmmmmWmaw&eﬁisundam_

sm:eosedisam&mmmmmymnwmmmmmmaﬁm@mummmm
arvs. The Commission-makes no recommendation of 3 single Individual of group over ancther. Please contact all those higted; if
mmmpplymmwmmwmmﬁmmymmwmmmmmwmmmmmwmmm
auﬂmem,mumwmeammmdewmdmmwmnmmwummwmw
vanahavemtmmdamewmww,mmmwm%mmamhmmﬂmm
stire that the information was received.

Sincerely,

Prog
(916) 853 6251

L4 A State Clearinghose

§ll-4 800/200'd BEW-L 1888528608 yieuliedep BUlulie|d-uotd el &0-ai-50
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Native American Contacts
Riverside County
May 5, 2005
Pala Band of Mission Indians
amuel H. Duniap Robert Smith, Chairperson
0. Box 1391 Gabrielino P.O. Box 50 Luiseno
emecula « CA 92583  CGahuilla Pala » CA 82058 Cupeno
Luiseno (760) 742-3784
309) 262-9351 (Cell) (760) 742-1411 Fax
309) 693-9196 FAX
Villie Pink Pauma & Yuima
26 E. Old Second St. Luiseno Christobal C. Devers, Chairpaerson
an Jacinio 92583 P.0, Box 369 Luiseno
309) 936—1216' CA Pauma Valley . CA 92061
il @yghoo.com
S Pastaae Y
(760) 742-3422 Fax
supa Cultural Center (Pala Band) Pauma & Yuima

william J. Contreras, Archaeology and Cuftural Res.

BOUS Paln-Temeculn REPME Bax 445 L yiseng

*ala + CA 92058
760) 742-3784

.a Jolla Band of Mission Indians
ATTN: Rob Roy, Environmental Director
22000 Highway 76 Luiseno
;'auma Valley . CA 92061
l!a~ @aol.com and
TSI

(750] 7421701 Fax

La Jolla Band of Mission Indians

ATTN: Rob Roy, Environmental Director
22000 Highway 76 Luiseno
Pauma Valley . CA 92081

Ha-sherry@aol.com and
) 742.3771/72

{(780) 742-1701 Fax

iz et Is cument only a3 of the date of this document.
Digtritartion of thin Bt dood not mlleve

of atofutany responalhiily s

Bennas Calac, Cultural Resource Coordinator
P.0. Box 369 Luiseno
Pauma Valley « CA 92061

I(\ymbed @yahoo.com
60) 1811
(760) 742-3422 Fax

Pauma & Yuima

ATTN: EPA Coordinator
£.0. Box 369

Pauma Valley . CA 92061

%W@W,m

(760) 742-3422 Fax

Luisenc

Pechanga Band of Mission Indians
Paul Macarro, Cultural Resource Center

P.O. Box 2188 Luiseno
Temecula s CA 92583
(851) 308-9295
{951) 506-9491 Fax
In Saction 7050.5 of the Heslth and
Code.

o fans pering'
Sutery Code, Sootion S057.84 of the Public Bode ard Soetion S007.93 of the Publle Resources

et ls: oxdy appiicable for contacting 1ocn!
11“3 snuuzcusuar:aa#gsnzilzncsna11o4 Rivaraido County.

Bli~d  8OO/C00'd  88P-L 1804528608

Native Amoricans with regard 10 culturg] esourcs assesament for the propoeasd

1uBl sedap BUIUUR | J-u0.y W 65-91~80




i

05/05/2005 11:55 FAX 916 657 5390 NaEC g 003

Natlve Amarican Contacis
Riverside County
May 5, 2005
schanga Band of Mission Indians Rincon Band of Mission Indians
ark Magcarro, Chairperson Buth Calac, President, Ricon Heritage Commission
0. Box 2183 Luiseno P.O. Box 68 Luiseno
smecula » GA 92583 valley Center . CA 92082
‘51; 308-8295 council@rincontribe.org
151) 506-9491 Fax (760) 749-1051
(760) 749-8801 Fax
incon Band of Mission Indians San Luis Rey Band of Mission indians
ulture Comrrittee Henry Contreras, Most Likely Descendent
0. Box 68 Luiseno 1763 Chapuiin Lane Luiseno
aliey Center , CA 92082 ?7%%’{%%«5722’ SA H%EOZS Cupeno
- = » - G
Nl ineontribe.0rg {780) 207-3618 - Cell
760) 749-8901 Fax
tincan Band of Mission Indians San Luis Rey Band of Mission indians
ohn Currier, Ghairpersan Russell Rome, Chairman
O, Box 68 Luiseno 12064 Old Pomerado Road Luiseno
falley Center ; CA 92082 Powa% . CA 92064 Cupeno
ouncil @rincontribe.org (858) 748-1588
760) 749-1051
760) 749-8001 Fax
incon Band of Mission Indians San Luls Rey Band of Mission Indians
3ab Shaffer, Tribal Adminisirator Carmen Mpijado, Co-Chair
>0.Box 68 Luiseno 1889 Sunset Dr. Luigeno
Jalley Center . CA 92082 Vista  CA 92081 Cupeno
ouncil@rincontribe.org
760) 749-1061
"760) 748-8901 Fax
Rincon Band of Mission Indians San Luis Rey Band of Mission Indians
Kristie Orosco, Environmental Coordinator Mark Mojado, Cultural Resources
p.O. Box 68 Luiseno P.O. Box 1 Luiseno
Valley Center . CA 92082 gaslg) 74 , CA 92059
POl G ingag rine.or9 (760) 586-4858 (cel)

(760) 749-8901 Fax

Thix ligt Ig current ondy as of the dato of this decunent.
in Goctinn TOS0.5 of tim Health and
[

:ﬂahﬂﬁuﬂwwanﬂtnaaﬂaadkunsnnkteﬁu&u:uqy:ﬂ:zuulniatz&ﬂnwyrsupmnnﬁbﬂﬂwnusthunuuu
s!ﬁaqyczuﬁ@Ek:ukﬂmsaa?usqtﬂthtFhﬂﬁwatﬁamuunuu;thoﬁatuwﬂﬁhn#nun!ﬂﬂ?ﬂ@ktﬂtﬁu?ﬂﬂﬂh:lhnuaa:es

mmmmmmmww mmmmmmmmmmw
WakMarn Supsrcenter DEI, SCH# 104, Alverside Courdy.

Bli-d BOG/¥E0d  G8F-L 1864928808 juswy edsp Bl ULE]g-04d il
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Native American Contacts
Riverside County
May 5, 2005

oboba Band of Mission Indians

iobert J. Salgado, Sr., Chairperson

L0D. Box 487 Luiseno
n Jaginto . CA 92581
Aseno@soboba-nsn.

ST asaores o

‘ax: (909) 654-4188

ThhsBntiatzntuﬂt:wﬂyentnfihet#ﬂuudthhacu:gnnsnt

Outemagion of thia st does ot refieve any pensi ammmmmmmwwmmmmm
%ﬁﬂsﬂvthaaiaaﬂ&;§§n§ﬁszﬁ§ihaihﬂﬂzgaaanamcc:t:umseuuisuzihnnsnET:Ia:nthn:Pabﬁ:#hannsnsuiﬂmﬁm

appiicabis wmmmmmmmmmmmmmmuw
m’f&ﬁmwﬁ BOEE 2005047104, Riverside County.
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SYc AM o RE Contact Infcrmafia?n:
HIGHLANDS  Riverside A 55507 adoy

Tel: (951) 369-3510

Q@UU@R’] @@@@E) Web: www.sycamorshighlands.com

May 5, 2005

City of Riverside Planning Depariment
3900 Main St

Riverside, CA 92522

ATTN: Clara Miramontes, Senior Planner

RE: P03-1313, P04-0314, P03-1213, P05-0397, Notification of Draft EIR

The Sycamore Highlands Community Action Group membership met on 5/5/2005 to discuss the
findings of the City of Riverside Planning Department with respect to the proposed preparation
of a draft environmenta] impact report (EIR). Following are the comments of our organization:

1)

2)

3)

4

§ii-d

It was unclear whether the EIR would be conducted by the City or (more appropriately)
outsourced 10 an unbiased agency at the request of the City Council given that the
Planning Department felt that there may be significant environmental impacts.

It was also unclear what would happen to the current Wal-Mart building. [s this to be
torn down and replaced with other retail stores, or will this serve as some sort of
warehouse for the new Super Wal-Maxt?

The impact of the proposed project on our neighborhood was not perceived as being
significant, however some of our membership indicated that they would rather see the
City atiract high end retail stores and restaurants to this location which would have a
positive tmpact on our area rather than more of the very large discount retail stores, given
that we already have a Target, Costco, Wal-Mart, and Sam’s Club in the area. The
median income in Riverside is on the rise (see recent reports of economist John Husing)
and residents must go to Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, or Orange County for many of the
higher end retail stores like Crate and Barel, Pottery Barn, Mimi Maternity, Baby Gap.

Freeway traffic at the 60/215 Freeway is already terrible and upgrades to this

transportation network (to include the surrounding city streets) must be considered with
any further commercial or residential additions in the vicinity of this interchange. Even
though CalTrans will be upgrading the interchange, improvements to traffic flow along
Day Street and Eucalyptus Avenue will be needed to handle the additional local traffic.

/2

Alec C.
Chairm
Sycamore Highlands Community Action Group

8O0/490C d  GEb-L {BRGE2EEI0 ueuy Iudan BU| IR | -3 4 EFEl
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

May 9, 2005 L WA 1S 08

Ms. Clara Miramontes
Senior Planner

ASSOCIATION of City of Riverside

GOVERNMENTS Planning Deﬁaﬁment
3900 Main Street, Third Floor

Riverside, CA 92522

Mizin Office
218 West Seventh Sireet RE: SCAG Clearinghouse No. | 20050241 Wal-Mart Supercenter at
<ath Floor Canyon Crossings

Los Angelss, California Dear Ms. Miramontes:

900173435
Thank you for submitting the Wal-Mart Supercenter at Canyon Crossings for

t (213 2361800 review and comment. As areawide clearinghouse for regionally significant

Floag 2361825 projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans, projects and programs

with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG’s responsibilities as a
regional planning organization pursuant to state and federal laws and
regulations. Guidance provided by these reviews is intended to assist local
agencies and project sponsors to take actions that contribute to the attainment
of regional goals and policies,

VA

Dicers: Preside
B * First Vice Presi
ng, Pm’! rﬂeﬂe

Carrido, imperial

We have reviewed the Wal-Mart Supercenter at Canyon Crossings, and have
determined that the proposed Project is not regionally significant per SCAG
Intergovernmental Review (IGR) Criteria and California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15206). Therefore, the proposed Project does not
warrant comments at this time. Should there be a change in the scope of the
proposed Project, we would appreciate the opportunity to review and comment at
that time.

A description of the proposed Project was published in SCAG’s April 16-30, 2005
Internovarnmantal Review Clearinghouse Report for public review and comment,

The project title and SCAG Clearinghouse number should be used in all
correspondence with SCAG concerning this Project. Correspondence should be
sent to the attention of the Clearinghouse Coordinator. If you have any questions,
please comact me at (21 3/;’?364 867. Thank you.

SGREOF F{eglonal Planner
Intergovernmental Review

Ufafzge County Fransperiztion Acthority: low

ity o Dfangs

e
Rwarsz&e Counly Transportation Commission:
Hofdp Lowe, Hemel

Ventura (otnty Tra'lsporzatmn Commission:
Keith Aitihouse, Moorpark




MWD
METROPULITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Execulive Office

May 19, 2005

Ms., Clara Miramontes

City of Riverside

Planning Department

3900 Main Street, Third Floor
Riverside, California 92322

Dear Ms. Miramontes:

Notice of Preparation of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Wal-Mart Supercenter at Canvon Crossings

'The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has received a copy of
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the
Wal-Mart Supercenter at Canyon Crossings (Project). The city of Riverside (City) is acting as
the Lead Agency for this Project. The Project consists of construction of a 235,000 square foot
Wal-Mart Supercenter on approximately 24 acres easterly of Valley Springs Parkway, and
northerly of Corporate Center Place. The Wal-Mart Supercenter would include the following
uses: general merchandise, groceries and liquor sales; a pharmacy with drive through service; a
vision care center; a food service center; a photo studio, a photo finishing center; a banking
center; an arcade; a garden center; tire and lube facilities; outdoor sale facilities; outside
container center storage facilities; rooftop proprietary satellite communications facilities; parking
facilities; and all other necessary appurtenant structures and facilities. Metropolitan is providing
comment on this Notice as a potentially affected agency.

Metropolitan staff review of the Notice indicates that Metropolitan owns and operates a facility,
which traverses the proposed Project’s northern boundary and runs in a generally west-east
direction, as depicted on the Vicinity Map. Metropolitan’s Box Springs Feeder is an
approximately 96-inch diameter pipeline located within fee-owned right-of-way. Additionally,
Metropolitan also has permanent easement right-of-way along the eastern Project boundary and
adjacent {o the Santa Ana Valley Pipeline. Metropolitan staff has also received a copy of the
conceptual site, grading and utility plans, Metropolitan’s Substructure Team reviewed these
plans and provided a letter dated September 30, 2004 (Enclosed).

Metropolitan is concerned with potential impacts to the Box Springs Feeder associated with
excavation, construction, utilities, or any development that may occur as a result of the Project.
Development associated with the Project must not restrict any of Metropolitan’s day-to-day
operations and/or its access to facilities nor encroach on or otherwise interfere with

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 80012 » Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles. Caifornia $0054-0153 - Telephone {213) 217-8000
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Metropolitan’s use of our rights-of-way. Metropolitan requests that the City address our
comments identified in our September 30, 2004 letter and consider our facilities during its
project planning and in the impact analysis in the Draft EIR. Additionally, approval of the
Project where it could impact Metropolitan’s property must be contingent on resolution of the
issues identified in our letter and Metropolitan’s approval of design plans for the Project.

Detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan's pipelines and rights-of-way may be obtained by
calling Metropolitan’s Substructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To assist in preparing
plans that are compatible with Metropolitan’s facilities, easements, and properties, we have
enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties,
and/or Basements of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California." Please note that
all submitted designs or plans must clearly identify Metropolitan’s facilities and rights-of-way.

Additionally, Metropolitan encourages projects within its service area to include water
conservation measures. Walter conservation, reclaimed water use, and groundwater recharge
programs are integral components to regional water supply planning. Metropolitan supports
mitigation measures, such as using water efficient fixtures, drought-tolerant landscaping, and
reclaimed water, to offset any increase in water use associated with the Project.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future environmental documentation on this Project. If we can be of further assistance,
please contact me at (213) 217-6242.

Very truly yours,

AR

Laura J. Simonek
Manager, Environmental Planning Team

LIM/rdl

{Public Folders/EPULetters/19-MAY-03D.doce - Clara Miramontes)

Enclosure: Planning Guidelines
Metropolitan Letter Dated September 30, 2004
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May 31, 2005

Mr. Glenn M. Chung

Project Manager/Associate

Hall & Foreman, Inc.

9130 Anaheim Place, Suite 120
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-5465

Dear Mr. Chung:

Wal-Mart Store #1899-03 - Canyon Springs

Thank you for your letter of transmittal dated April 15, 2005, submitting prints of the
revised site plans and conceptual grading and utility plans (Sheets 1 through 4 of 4) and
an MWD profile exhibit plan for the proposed Wal-Mart Store # 1899-05 project on
property located in the area of Canyon Springs and Corporate Center Place in the city of
Riverside. Our prior check prints for this project were also returned with this transmittal.

We understand that a parking area is proposed within Metropolitan’s fee property relative
to this project. We will consider granting a lease for parking purposes (not an easement
as indicated on your plans), provided Metropolitan’s property is not part of the City’s
required parking and will not be used for primary parking for this development.
Metropolitan will only allow its property to be used for secondary purposes and not to
satisfy the parking-related requirements. Any potential lease will also be subject to
Metropolitan’s paramount rights to use the property for the purposes it was acquired.

We have reviewed your submitted plans, and our comments and requirements are as
follows:

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, Califoria 90012 » Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 90054-0153 » Telephone (213} 217-6000
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The locations of Metropolitan’s predominantly 80-foot-wide fee property, 30-foot-
wide permanent easement, 96-inch-inside-diameter prestressed concrete Rialto
Pipeline and the appurtenant manhole, air release and vacuum valve, valve and
meter structures, as shown on your plans, appear to be in general agreement with
our records. We request that our pipeline and manhole, air release and vacuum
valve structure also be shown and identified accordingly, and that our fee property
be identified as Metropolitan’s on all pertinent plans.

Your submitted plans also delineate the State of California Department of Water
Resources’ 100-foot-wide right-of-way, which adjoins the easterly boundaries of
our rights-of-way in this area.

As shown on the grading plan (Sheet 3) and illustrated on the MWD profile
exhibit plan, the modified designed grade for the proposed parking and access
driveway within our fee right-of-way would require cuts of up to 4 feet and
additional fill of up to 1 foot over our pipeline. With this proposed grading, our
pipeline would have a resulting cover ranging from 4.5 to 10 feet, which is within
the acceptable design cover limits of our pipeline for AASHTO H-20 loading in
this area.

We understand that our pipeline has been potholed to establish 1ts actual elevation
based on your project datum and to ensure that the approved designed cover is
maintained over our pipeline once your proposed grading has been completed.

The procedures for the placement and compaction of soil and pavement in the
area of our pipeline must be submitted for our review and prior written approval.
Please note that we cannot allow any procedures that could subject our pipe to
excessive impacts or vibratory loads. Vibratory rollers in vibratory mode must
not be used within 15 feet of the centerline of our pipeline.

Within the limits of this project our pipeline is adequate for AASHTO H-20
loading, provided the cover over our pipeline is a minimum of 4 feet. If the cover
over our pipe is a minimum of 5 feet, vehicles imposing loads no greater than
those imposed by a loaded Caterpillar 633E or 637E Series I scraper may operate
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over the pipeline, provided the ground is maintained in a smooth condition for
three vehicle lengths on both sides of the pipeline. If the cover over our pipeline
is less than 4 feet, equipment must be restricted to that which imposes loads no
greater than AASHTO H-10 loading. Ifthe cover is between 2 and 3 feet,
equipment must be restricted to that equal in weight of a Caterpillar D-4 tract-
type tractor, and if less than 2 feet, only hand equipment may be used.

A Iist and the specifications of all construction equipment to be used over our
pipeline must be submitted for our review and written approval at least 30 days
prior to their use.

Within the limits of this project our pipeline is a prestressed concrete cylinder
pipeline (PCCP). Please note that PCCP is subject to catastrophic failure if
damage occurs to the prestressing wire. Such damage could occur by direct
impact of construction equipment upon the pipe, or if the mortar lining that
protects the prestressing wire is in some way damaged or cracked and corrosion
occurs. Therefore, when potholing or excavating near our pipe, no power
equipment, including backhoes, may be used within 2 feet of our pipe. Hand
equipment only may be used.

As stated on the grading plan (Sheet 3) and on the MWD profile exhibit plan,

our manhole, air release and vacuum valve structure (Box Springs Feeder

Station 1+73) will need to be adjusted to accommodate the approved change

in grade swrrounding this structure. Metropolitan will consider allowing the
project contractor to perform the adjustment of this structure under Metropolitan’s
supervision and per our standards. All costs associated with the adjustment of our
structure must be borne by the project proponent.

Metropolitan must have continuous vehicular access at all times for regular
patrolling and maintenance, as required. However, the layout of the proposed
parking spaces and associated planters and curb and gutter, as shown on the site
plan (Sheet 2}, grading plan (Sheet 3) and utility plan (Sheet 4), will inhibit our
vehicular access along our right-of-way.
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10.

Metropolitan would be willing to accept an unrestricted blanket easement,
reasonable for our ingress and egress over a portion of the proposed parking lot, in
order to maintain access to our facilities in this vicinity. Please submit a proposal
delineating the area for this blanket easement to Metropolitan for our review and
comment. If your proposal meets our requirements, the corresponding legal
description and exhibit map for the proposed blanket easement must be submitted
for our review and subsequent processing of the easement documentation. Please
note that Metropolitan’s final acceptance of your project will be subject to the
granting of this easement.

Please also note that parking and access within our right-of-way could be
unavailable at any time for a period of time in the event excavation of our pipeline
becomes necessary for maintenance, repair and/or replacement. Metropolitan will
not be responsible for finding alternative access and parking or for any costs
associated with disruption to the business operations during this period.

The locations of the parking light poles are generally acceptable where they will
be installed no closer than 20 feet from the centerline of our pipeline, as shown on
the site plan (Sheet 2). However, any proposed electrical conduits assoctated with
these light poles must be encased in a mmimum of 3 inches of red concrete when
installed over our pipeline. Please note that should Metropolitan need to do any
work i this area, the removal and reinstallation of these light standards would be
the responsibility of the property owner, i.e., Wal-Mart

As shown on your submitted plans, we note that a driveway approach will be
constructed on the east side of Valley Springs within our right-of-way. We
understand that this will be an open driveway, which will ensure access to our
right-of-way.

The grading plan (Sheet 3) indicates a proposed retaining wall that is planned
directly adjacent to the southwesterly edge of our triangular shape fee right-of-
way. As illustrated in Section “D-D” on this plan, we note that no part of the
wall, including footings, will encroach into our right-of-way.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

We have no objections where the existing fence that surrounds our facilities will
be extended to at least 20 feet west of our manhole, air release and vacuum valve
structure, as shown on your plans. These plans indicate that a new 16-foot-wide
gate, aligned to the proposed access ramp on the 9.5 percent grade along the inside
of the south edge of the extended fence, will be provided in the west section of this
fence. We understand that the proposed gate will be capable of accommodating a
Metropolitan lock. These provisions shouid acceptably address our concerns in
matntaining access to our facilities.

The utility plan (Sheet 4) indicates a proposed 36-inch storm drain line that will
cross our fee right-of-way. There appear to be no conflicts where this storm drain
will cross over our pipeline with approximately 1.3 feet of vertical clearance, as
shown on the MWD profile exhibit plan. Please ensure that this designed clear-
ance is maintained once your proposed storm drain has been installed over our
pipeline.

We understand that the proposed parking area will eliminate the existing local
drainage and/or watercourse system which daily conveys the discharge from
the turbidimeter appurtenant to our pipeline at the easterly side of this project
development. Your proposed development must provide a storm drain inlet,
which must be connected to an adequate storm drain system, to accommodate
the discharge from our turbidimeter. The location of this inlet should be just
inside the fence along the north edge of our property.

We note that the grading plan (Sheet 3) includes a stipulation for notification
of Metropolitan prior to the start of any work in the vicinity of our facilities
and rights-of-way.

Provided the aforementioned conditions are complied with, your plans are acceptable
to Metropolitan. We are returning prints of your submitted site plan and the concep-
tual grading and utility plans (Sheets 2, 3 and 4 of 4), stamped “REVIEWED -—
CORRECTIONS NOTED -— NO RESUBMITTAL REQUIRED.” Also enclosed is
a print of the MWD profile exhibit plan (Sheet 1 of 1), stamped “REVIEWED --- NO
CORRECTIONS NOTED.”
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Plans for any landscaping and utilities or other improvements proposed within our rights-
of-way must also be submitted for our review and prior written approval. Please note
that no trees are allowed within our rights-of-way, but ground cover is permitted.

As stated in our September 30, 2004 correspondence for this project, a lease agreement
at appropriate market rates must be obtained for the proposed parking and related
improvements within Metropolitan’s fee property. In accordance with our “Guidelines
for Legal Descriptions and Accompanying Exhibit Maps,” copy enclosed, a legal
description and exhibit map for the subject area must be submitted for our review and
subsequent processing of the requisite lease agreement, which our Property Management
Team will prepare. Please contact Mr. Paul Norlen of this team, telephone

(213) 217-7665, concerning this matter.

Facilities constructed within Metropolitan’s easement and fee properties shall be subject
to the paramount right of Metropolitan to use the casement and fee properties for the
purpose for which they were acquired. If at any time Metropolitan or its assigns should,
in the exercise of their rights, find it necessary to remove any of the facilities from the
easement and fee properties, such removal and replacement shall be at the expense of the
owner of the facility.

For any further correspondence with Metropolitan relating to this project, please make
reference to the Substructures Job Number shown in the upper right-hand corner of the
first page of this letter. Should you require any additional information, please contact

Mr. Jose Bautista, telephone (213) 217-6092.

Very truly yours,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
KIERAN M. CALLANAN

Kieran M. Callanan, P.E.
Manager, Substructures Team

IB/ly
DOC 4040-04-001¢

Enclosures (5)
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cc:  City of Riverside
Planning Department
3900 Main Street, 3™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92522



MWD Box Springs Feeder

Sta. 0+00 to 9+30
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September 30, 2004

Ms. Rossana Torres

Staff Engineer

Hall & Foreman, Inc.

9130 Anaheim Place, Suite 120
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-5465

Dear Ms. Torres:

Wal-Mart Store #1899

Thank you for your letter dated August 17, 2004, submitting prints of the updated
conceptual site, grading and utility plans (Sheets 1 through 4 of 4) for the proposed
Wal-Mart Store # 1899 project on property located in the area of Canyon Springs and
Corporate Center Place in the city of Riverside. Our prior check prints for this project

were also returned with this transmittal.

We understand that a parking area is proposed within Metropolitan’s fee right-of-way
relative to this project. The “Retail Site Summary” section on Sheet 1 indicates that the
proposed use of Metropolitan’s right-of-way is not part of the City’s required parking

for this development. In addition, Metropolitan will allow the use of our property for
secondary parking only. As stated in our June 21, 2004 correspondence for this project,
copy enclosed, Metropolitan will consider granting a lease for parking purposes, provided
you acquire 2 letter from the City of Riverside attesting to these conditions. Please send
us a copy of this letter as it becomes available.
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If the letter from the city is acceptable to Metropolitan, the following comments and
requirements regarding our review of your submitted updated plans must be addressed

and submitted for our review and written approval:

1.

The locations of Metropolitan’s predominantly 80-foot-wide fee right-of-way,
96-inch-inside-diameter prestressed concrete Rialto Pipeline and the appurtenant
manhole, air release and vacuum valve, valve and meter structures, as shown on
your plans, appear to be in general agreement with our records. We request that
our 30-foot-wide permanent easement and pipeline also be shown and identified
accordingly, and that our fee property be identified on all pertinent plans.
Enclosed for your information and use are prints of our Drawings B-57524 and
B-57525 and Right-of-Way Map No. 1609-2.

Sheets | and 4 also delineate the State of California Department of Water
Resources’ 100-foot-wide right-of-way, which adjoins the easterly boundaries
of our rights-of-way in this area.

The designed grade for the proposed parking and access driveway within our fee-
owned right-of-way, as shown on Sheet 3, would require cuts of up to 5.5 feet over
our pipeline. Due to this proposed grading, the resulting cover over our pipeline
(Stations 3-+40 to 4+50) is unacceptable since it does not meet the 4-foot minimum
cover requirement over our pipeline with the proposed live loads in this area.

To accommodate the proposed parking and access driveway within our right-of-
way, your proposed grading must be modified to maintain a cover between 4 feet
and 10 feet over our pipeline. This allowable cover restriction is subject to the
condition that no more than 1 foot of additional fill will be allowed within 30 feet
of any manhole or structure on our pipeline within your project area.

Per the proposed contour grade (Elevation 1572), as shown on Sheet 3, our review
indicates that up to approximately 3.5 feet of cut would be required at the pro-
posed fence line on the west side of our manhole, air release and vacuum valve
structure. Please submit details illustrating the transition of your proposed
grading, including a cross-section of the proposed access ramp, in this vicinity.
The slope of any proposed grading must have a gradient not exceeding 10 percent
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within our right-of-way.

To facilitate our review of your proposed grading in the area of our right-of way,
we request that our pipeline be shown in profile in relation to the existing grade
and modified proposed grade. We understand that our pipeline has been potholed
to establish its actual elevation based on your project datum. This pothole
information should be reflected on the submitted profile.

The procedures for the placement and compaction of soil and pavement in the
area of our pipeline must be submitted for our review and prior wriften approval.
Please note that we cannot allow any procedures that could subject our pipe to
excessive impacts or vibratory loads. Vibratory rollers in vibratory mode must
not be used within 15 feet of the centerline of our pipeline.

Within the limits of this project our pipeline is adequate for AASHTO H-20
loading, provided the cover over our pipeline is a minimum of 4 feet. If the cover
over our pipe is a minimum of 5 feet, vehicles imposing loads no greater than
those imposed by a loaded Caterpiliar 633E or 637E Series II scraper may operate
over the pipeline, provided the ground is maintained in a smooth condition for
three vehicle lengths on both sides of the pipeline. If the cover over is less than

4 feet, equipment must be restricted to that which imposes loads no greater than
AASHTO H-10 loading. If the cover is between 2 and 3 feet, equipment must be
restricted to that equal in weight of a Caterpillar D-4 tract-type tractor, and if less
than 2 feet, only hand equipment may be used.

A list and the specifications of all construction equipment to be used over our
pipeline must be submitted for our review and written approval at least 30 days

prior to their use.

Within the limits of this project our pipeline is a prestressed concrete cylinder
pipeline (PCCP). Please note that PCCP is subject to catastrophic failure if
damage occurs to the prestressing wire. Such damage could occur by direct
impact of construction equipment upon the pipe, or if the mortar lining which
protects the prestressing wire is in some way damaged or cracked and corrosion
occurs. Therefore, when potholing or exeavating near our pipe, no power
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equipment, including backhoes, may be used within 2 feet of our pipe. Hand
equipment only may be used.

6. Metropolitan will consider the use of our property for secondary access and
parking only, In addition, access and parking within our right-of-way could
be unavailable at any time for a period of time in the event excavation of our
pipe-line becomes necessary for maintenance, repair and/or replacement.
Metropolitan will not be responsible for finding alternative access and parking
or for any costs associated with a disruption to the business operations during
this period.

7. Metropolitan must have continuous vehicular access at all times for regular
patrolling and maintenance, as required. However, the layout of the proposed
parking spaces and associated planters will inhibit our vehicular access along
our right-of-way.

Metropolitan would be willing to accept an unrestricted blanket easement,
reasonable for ingress and egress over a portion of the proposed parking lot,
in order to maintain access to our facilities in this vicinity. Please delineate
the proposed area for this blanket easement to Metropolitan on your plans for
our review and comment.

8. As shown on your plans, we note that a driveway approach will be constructed
on the east side of Valley Springs within our fee right-of-way. We understand
that this will be an open driveway, which will ensure access to our right-of-way.

0. As shown on Sheet 3, we note that a proposed retaining wall is planned directly
adjacent to the southwesterly edge of our triangular shape fee right-of-way.
Details of the proposed retaining wall must be incorporated into your plans for
our review and written acceptance. Please ensure that no part of the wall,
including footings, will encroach into our right-of-way

10, Sheets 3 and 4 indicate that the existing fence that sutrounds our facilities will be
extended to at least 20 feet west of our manhole, air release and vacuum valve
structure, as we previously requested. However, the proposed fence extension
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11.

12.

13.

conflicts with the alignment of the proposed access ramp. Please submit details
illustrating a modified proposal to resolve this conflict. To maintain access to
our facilities, a new 16-foot-wide gate, capable of accommodating a Metropolitan
lock, must be provided in the appropriate section of the fence. In addition, the
proposed planter surrounding the manhole structure inside the fenced area is not

acceptable.

The proposed storm drain line that is planned to cross diagonally across our right-
of-way, as shown on Sheet 4, is not acceptable. The alignment of this storm drain
must be reconfigured so that it will cross our right-of-way as close to 90-degree
angle as possible. Per the elevation data shown on this plan, the vertical alignment
of the proposed storm drain must also be modified to provide a minimum of 1 foot
of vertical clearance where it crosses over out pipeline. Please show our pipeline
in profile on your plans at this crossing for our review and written acceptance.

We understand that the proposed parking area will eliminate the existing local
drainage and/or watercourse system which daily conveys the discharge from

the turbidimeter appurtenant to our pipeline at the easterly side of this project
development. As delineated on Sheets 3 and 4, there is a proposed storm drain
line that runs partially along the outside of the northerly boundary of our right-of-
way at this location. Your proposed development must provide a storm drain inlet
to accommodate the discharge from our turbidimeter. The location of this inlet
should be just inside the northerly edge of our property.

During construction, Metropolitan's field personnel will make periodic inspec-
tions. We request that a stipulation be added to all pertinent plans to notify
Mt. Joe Mirone of our Water System Operations Group, telephone

(909) 776-2664, at least two working days (Monday through Thursday) prior
to the start of any work in the vicinity of our facilities and rights-of-way.

Please revise your plans in accordance with our requirements and submit prints of the
revised detailed plans and other pertinent plans or other information for our review and

written approval. We are returning prints of your cubmitted conceptual site, grading and
utility plans (Sheets 1 through 4), stamped “REVIEWED -— CORRECTIONS NOTED

- RESUBMITTAL REQUIRED.”
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Plans for any landscaping, other utilities or other improvements proposed within our
rights-of-way must also be submitted for our review and prior written approval. Please
note that no trees are allowed within our rights-of-way, but ground cover is permitted.

Once your plans have been accepted, appropriate rights must be obtained for the
proposed access/parking, storm drain, utilities and associated activities within
Metropolitan’s fee-owned property. Legal descriptions and exhibit maps for the subject
areas must be submitted for our review and subsequent processing of the requisite rights,
which our Property Management Team will prepare. Please contact Mr. Paul Norlen of
this team, telephone (213) 217-7665, concerning this matter.

Facilities constructed within Metropolitan’s easement and fee property shall be subject to
the paramount right of Metropolitan to use the easement and fee property for the purpose
for which they were acquired, If at any time Metropolitan or its assigns should, in the
exercise of their rights, find it necessary to remove any of the facilities from the easement
and fee property, such removal and replacement shall be at the expense of the owner of

the facility.

For any further correspondence with Metropolitan relating to this project, please make
reference to the Substructures Job Number shown in the upper right-hand corner of the
first page of this letter. Should you require any additional information, please contact

Mr. Jose Bautista, telephone (213) 217-6092.

Very truly yours,

{/

Kieran M. Callanan, P.E.
Manager, Substructures Team

iB/ly
DOC 4040-04-001b

Enclosures (8)
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CC:

beg:

City of Riverside

Planning Department

3900 Main Street, 3" Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

J. Bautista
K. M. Callanan
D. T. Clewley/P. Norlen

J. F. Martinez

J. R. Mirone w/plans
G. W. Muse, Jr.

M. Rubio w/plans
Substructures Book

Substructures File w/plans



STATE OF CALIFORNIA ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

320 WEST 477 STREET, SUSTE 500
LOS ANGELES, CA 80013

June 1,2005 © File No, SCH 2005041104

Clara Miramontes

City of Riverside, Planning Depart.
3900 Main Street, 3" Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

Subject: Walmart Supercenter
Dear Ms. Miramontes:

As the state agency responsible for rail safety within California, we recommend that the proposed
Walmart Supercenter project be planned with the safety of the rail corridor in mind. The proposed
project is near the BNSF Railway Company right-of-way. The full development of the project
area will increase traffic volumes not only on streets and at intersections, but also at at-grade
highway-rail crossings.

Safety considerations may include, but are not limited to, the following iiems:

e  Grade separation of the crossings along major thoroughfares
Fencing to limit the access of pedestrians onto the raiiroad right-of-way
Improvements to warning devices at existing at-grade highway-rail crossings
Improvements to traffic signaling at intersections adjacent te crossings
Improvements to roadway geometry and lane striping near crossings
Increased enforcement of traffic laws at crossings
A safety awareness program on rail related hazards

* & 2 @ @ »

The above-mentioned safety improvements should be considered when approval is sought for new
developments; this includes mitigation measures at the Eastridge Avenue highway-rail at-grade
crossings. Working with Commission staff early in the conceptual design phase will help
improve the safety to motorists and pedestrians in the community.

Please advise us on the status of the project. If you have any questions in this matter, please contact
me at (213) 576-7078 or at rxm@cpue.ca.gov.

Rail Crossings Engineering Section
Consumer Protection & Safety Division

cc: John Shurson, BNSF




j Southern
W Caiifornia
i Gas Company’

; Sempra Energy company

June 22, 2005

City of Riverside
Planning Dept

3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

Subject: Notice of Preparation of DEIR
Eucalyptus & Day — Wal Mart - Riverside

Southern California Gas Company, Transmission Department, has no
facilities within your proposed improvement. However, our Distribution
department may have some facilities within your construction area. To
assure no conflict with the local distribution's pipeline system, please
contact (951) 335-7725.

Sincerely,

tanning Assistant
igsion Department

Southem California
Gas Company

Y44 Oakilale Avenue
Chatsworth, €A
91313

Matling Address.
P Q. Box 2300
Chasworth, (A
9{313-2300
MIL934

fel §18-701-4546
Jox 8i8-707-3441






